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Comptroller General
of the Unlted Staten

Decision

Matter Of: Mehler Publishing Company~Reconsideration

File No.: B-268666.2; B-268640,2
Date: December 20, 1994
DECISION
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Mehler Pubhshmg Company requests rec\’onsideration of our dEClSIOIl disxmssxng its
protests ‘against the NaUOnaJ Insututes ot Hea.lth We dismissed the protests
speéiﬂcétions for the award of grants. We do not review grant awards under our
bid protest jurisdiction; rather we review the award or proposed award of
procurement contracts, Mehler states that we erred in our conclusion that grants
and not procurement contracts were involved here,
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'I‘hese protests involve, reSpecﬁvelﬂwfw Small Buslness Innovatiqofn I}ese%%rﬁch (SBIR)
program and the Small Busmess Technology 'I‘.-:ansfer (S’I"I‘R) progi'am. Uncler both
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certain resea.rch “efforts, . 'I'hese funding agreemcnts may be ing thc form! of contracts,
grants, ‘ot cooperahve agreements.téﬁﬁ U. S C.§ 538((:)(3) (1988). i tts"”protests
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made Of the award of a procurement contract Thus, wtule Mehler is corvect in
now stating “that | procurement contracts may be- awarded tinder these vesearch
programs, that does not change the fact that grants may also be awarded and that
Mehler identified only grant awards as the subject of its protests. Therafore, we
had no reason to view the protests as involving procurement contracts,

Accordingly, dismissal of the protests was proper; that dismissal is affirmed.
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Ronald Berger
Associate General Couns





